§10.205

§10.205 Electronic media coverage of
public administrative proceedings.

(a) A person may record electroni-
cally any open public administrative
proceeding, subject to the procedures
specified in this guideline. The proce-
dures include a presumption that agen-
cy public proceedings are open to the
electronic media. Whenever possible,
FDA will permit all interested persons
access to record agency public adminis-
trative proceedings. Restrictions other
than those listed in §10.206 will be im-
posed only under exceptional -cir-
cumstances.

(b) A videotape recording of an FDA
public administrative proceeding is not
an official record of the proceeding.
The only official record is the written
transcript of the proceeding, which is
taken by the official reporter.

§10.206 Procedures for electronic
media coverage of agency public
administrative proceedings.

(a) To facilitate the agency’s re-
sponse to media needs, a person intend-
ing to videotape an FDA public admin-
istrative proceeding should, whenever
possible, provide advance notice to the
Press Relations Staff (HFI-20), Office of
Public Affairs, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville,
MD 20857, in writing or by telephone
(telephone 301-443-4177), at 1least 48
hours in advance of the proceeding.
The Press Relations Staff will inform
the presiding officer that the pro-
ceeding will be attended by representa-
tives of the electronic media, and as-
certain whether any special provisions
in addition to those set forth in this
subpart are required by the presiding
officer. If so, the Press Relations Staff
will function as a liaison between the
presiding officer and the person intend-
ing to record the proceeding in facili-
tating any procedures in addition to
those outlined in this subpart. The pre-
siding officer will not deny access for
failure to provide a 48-hour advance no-
tice. Any advance notice may describe
the intended length of recording if
known, the amount and type of equip-
ment to be used, and any special needs
such as interviews.

(b) Cameras should be completely set
up before a proceeding is scheduled to
begin or during a break in the pro-
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ceeding and should remain standing in
the area designated for electronic
media equipment. Cameras may be
taken down only during breaks or after
the hearing is over. Roving cameras
will not be permitted during the pro-
ceeding. Any artificial lighting should
be unobtrusive. Microphones, like cam-
eras, should be in place before the start
of a proceeding and may be taken down
as indicated in this paragraph.

(c) When space in the hearing room is
limited, the presiding officer may re-
strict the number of cameras or the
equipment present. Should such a re-
striction become necessary, the pool
arrangements are the responsibility of
the participating media. The agency
encourages the network pool to make
copies of the tape, film, or other prod-
uct available at cost to nonpool par-
ticipants. However, if this is not pos-
sible, the agency may need to use the
time of receipt of any advance notice
to determine the representation for
each category, e.g., one network re-
porter, one independent reporter, etc.

(d) Off the record portions of a pro-
ceeding may not be videotaped.

(e) Before or during the proceeding,
the presiding officer may establish
other conditions specific to the pro-
ceeding for which the request is being
made. These conditions may be more or
less restrictive than those stated in
this guideline, except that the pre-
siding officer shall observe the agen-
cy’s presumption of openness of its
public proceedings to the electronic
media. Only a substantial and clear
threat to the agency’s interests in
order, fairness, and timeliness author-
izes the presiding officer to impose ad-
ditional restrictions. This threat must
outweigh the public interest in elec-
tronic media coverage of agency pro-
ceedings. Additional restrictions shall
be narrowly drawn to the particular
circumstances. The following factors
are listed to assist presiding officers in
determining whether the agency’s in-
terest is sufficiently compelling to call
for the unusual step of imposing addi-
tional restrictions. Generally this step
is justified when one of the following
factors is met:

(1) Electronic recording would result
in a substantial likelihood of disrup-
tion that clearly cannot be contained
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